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Abstract 
One of the most significant qualities which separate human beings from other living beings is their ability to make preferences. 
This quality is one of the qualities which separate the people making different preferences from each other as well. One of the 
qualities that separate socities from the others like people is their common preferences/sensitivities. In this context, it is possible 
to talk about different qualities separating them from each other. The purpose of this study is to measure the socio-political and 
economical priorities and sensitivity rates of a particular society. Sample of the study is the people living in Hakkari. In the 
research ‘general screening model’, one of the descriptive screening models was utilized.  
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1. Introduction 
People may have different priorities in different issues. According to some theoretician, individuals act to get the 
maximum benefit under rational consciousness (Schmindt, 2001:137-138). In this sense collective conscious 
(Durkheim, 1982:40) or common sensitivity which forms common ground of sensitivity or benefit of individuals 
bases itself on the concept of “benefit”. While some philosophers ground the build of individual and collective 
conscious with economical analyses (Marx, 2011), some philosophers tries to express the individual conscious with 
the concepts of “id, ego and super-ego” (Freud, 1993). It is possible to say that various factors and expectations 
cause the individual differences to occur. The thoughts, preferences and sensitivities about any issue of individuals 
may be different. If policy makers know the sensitivity points of societies, it will be easier to produce policies 
according to them. Understanding preference reasons and sensitivities of a society or a city gives several 
opportunities for policy makers to create environments for this place to be happy. 
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1.1 Purpose of Research 
Purpose of this research is to identify the socio-political and economical sentitivities of people living in Hakkari 
and present the factors affecting these rates to occur. 
1.2 Importance of Research 
In the light of the findings of this research, it is thought to identify what the socio-political and economical 
preferences and sensitivities of the people living in Hakkari consist of and what the factors affecting these 
preferences and sensitivities are. At the same time, this study will be applied in other cities and places and it is 
thought that thoughts of people living there would be important in determining the socio-political and economicial 
sensitivities. 
2. Method   
2.1 Research Population  
Population of this research consists of the people living in the city of Hakkari. Sample consists of an interview 
questionnaire with 28 male and 2 female of totally 30 people. The interviewed people were chosen coincidently. 
In this part, the research model, study group and data analysis were explained. Research was carried out with 
general screening model, one of the descriptive screening models. In order to understand the reasons of research 
results 30 people were coincidently chosen among the people who are included the interview questonaire and their 
opinions about the answers to the questionnaire were taken. Since statistical methods are used during the data 
analysis the research also has a quantitative quality. 
2.2 Research Model  
This research was carried out to determine the sensitivities of 30 people living in Hakkari city center about socio-
politics and socio-economy issues depending on factors such as gender, education, ethnicity and tribe,etc. For this 
purpose the previous studies were analysed.  
“Survey model” which is one of the methods of descriptive survey model was used in this research. Survey 
model is “surveying regulations carried out on the whole population or a group of it, a sample or sampling in a 
universe consisting of many components in order to reach an overall judgement” (Karasar, 1994, p.79). 
3. Findings 
In this part of the research, the demographic data about the academic staff in research, the data about the scale 
used in the research and the statistical findings and observations about these data were presented. 
Table 1. Demographic data about academic staff in research 
Gender Marital Status Educational Status 
 N %  N %  N % 
Female 2 6.7 Married 19 63.3 Primary School 2 6.7 
Male 28 93.3 Single 11 36.7 Secondary School 1 3.3 
      High School 10 33.3 
      Bachelor 9 30.0 
      Masters 8 26.7 
Total 30 100  30 100  30 100 
From the data in Table 1 it was observed that 2(6.7%) of 30 academic staff are female, 28(93.3%) of them are 
male. It was observed that 19 (63.3%) of academic staff are married, 11 (36.7%) of them are single. When 
educational status is considered,2 (6.7%) of them are primary school’s degree, 1 (3.3%) of them are middle school’s 
degree, 10 (33.3%) of them are high school’s degree, 9 (30%) of them are bachelor’s degree and8 (26.7%) of them 
are master and doctorate’s degree.  
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Table 2. Mother tongue and tribal belongingdata about academic staff in research 
Mother Tongue Tribal Belonging Political Views 
 N %  N %  N % 
Kurdish 21 70.0 Yes 18 60.0 Nationalist 1 3.3 
Turkish 7 23.3 No 11 36.7 Marxist 1 3.3 
Zazaki 2 6.7 No Answer 1 3.3 Social Democrat 5 16.7 
      Liberal 3 10.0 
      Patriotic 5 16.7 
      Conservative 6 20.0 
      Islamist 2 6.7 
      No answer 7 23.3 
Total 30 100  30 100  30 100 
 
As can be seen in Table 2,mother tongue of 21 (70.0 %) people is Kurdish, mother tongue of 7(23.3 %) people is 
Turkish and mother tongue of 2 (6.7 %) people is Zazaki. 18 (60.0 %) of the observed people state that they belong 
a tribe, 11 (36.7 %) of them state that they do not belong to a tribe and 1(3.3 %) of them do not answer this question. 
When the political identification of 30 academic staff is considered, it was found that 1 (3.3%) of them 
isnationalist in view , 1 (3.3%) of them isMarxist in view, 5 (16.7%) of them are social democrat in view, 3 (10.0%) 
of them are liberal in view, 5 (16.7%) of them are patriotical in view, 6 (20.0%) of them are conservative in view, 2 
(6.7%) of them are İslamist in view and 7 (23.3%) of them are in other views. 
Table 3. The Answers to the question of what is the most important problem of Turkey?  
Unemployment 
Moral 
Corruptio
n 
Injustice in 
Judgement 
Education
al 
Problems 
Terror Health Services 
Ethnic 
Discriminat
ion 
Democratiz
ation and 
Human 
Rights 
Kürdish 
Problem 
Priority 
Order N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % 
1.Priority 9 30.0 11 36.7 8 26.7 9 30.0 8 26.7 6 20.0 9 30.0 14 46.7 13 43.3 
2.Priority 11 36.7 3 10.0 6 20.0 3 10.0 2 6.7 2 6.7 4 13.3 3 10.0 3 10.0 
3.Priority 8 26.7 5 16.7 4 13.3 5 16.7 2 6.7 1 3.3 2 6.7 2 6.7 6 20.0 
4.Priority 1 3.3 2 6.7 3 10.0 4 13.3 3 10.0 3 10.0 4 13.3 4 13.3 4 13.3 
5.Priority 1 3.3 9 30.0 9 30.0 9 30.0 15 50.0 18 60.0 11 36.7 7 23.3 4 13.3 
Total 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 
As can be seen in Table 3, in the question “what is the most important problem of Turkey?” the 1st priority of the 
participants to the questionnaire concentrates on Democratization and Human Rights (46.7 %) and Kurdish Problem 
(43,3 %). 60 % of the participants think Health Services as the 5th priority. 36,7 % of the participants think “Moral 
Corruption as the 1st priority. However, 30 % of them describe Unemployment, Ethnic Discrimination and 
Educational Problems as the 1st priority.26,7 % of them think Injustice in Judgement as the 1st priority. 
Table 4. Determining the prior issues for individuals 
My Tribe My family My Job 
My 
Religion 
My 
Nationalit
y 
My 
Country 
Priority Order N % N % N % N % N % N % 
1.Priority 2 6.7 20 66.7 8 26.7 18 60.0 8 26.7 8 26.7 
2.Priority - - 6 20.0 6 20.0 5 16.7 7 23.3 5 16.7 
3.Priority 3 10.0 3 10.0 5 16.7 3 10.0 5 16.7 4 13.3 
4.Priority - - 1 3.3 6 20.0 1 3.3 7 23.3 5 16.7 
5.Priority 25 83.3 - - 5 16.7 3 10.0 3 10.0 8 26.7 
Total 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 
 
In Table 4 the prior issues for individuals are tried to be determined. 66.7 % of the participants express that 
family is their 1st priority and 60 % of them express that religious beliefs are their 1st priority.83.3 % of the 
participants say that tribe is their 5th priority. 26.7 % of the participants state that both their nationalities and 
countries and thier jobs are their 1st priority. In the answers to this question of the questionaire family and religious 
beliefs form the 1st priority sensitivity points. 
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Table 5. Determining the priorities in the use of democratic rights of individuals 
In Country Issues State Tribe Religion Economics Kurdish Problem 
Priority 
Order N % N % N % N % N % N % 
1.Priority 8 26.7 5 16.7 2 6.7 18 60.0 6 20.0 14 46.7 
2.Priority 6 20.0 8 26.7 2 6.7 1 3.3 11 36.7 13 43.3 
3.Priority 6 20.0 5 16.7 5 16.7 5 16.7 2 6.7 - - 
4.Priority 1 3.3 7 23.3 8 26.7 1 3.3 1 3.3 - - 
5.Priority 8 26.7 5 16.7 13 43.3 5 16.7 10 33.3 3 10.0 
Total 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 
 
In Table 5 it is tried to be determined the prior preferences of individuals in the use of democratic rights. 60 % of 
the participants state that they are sensitive in religious issues and 46.7 % of them state that they are sensitive in 
Kurdish problem and these issues have the 1st priority for them. 43,3 % see the tribe and 33.3 % see the economy as 
the 5th priority. When the preference prority in the use of democratic rights in country issue is asked, 26.7 % of the 
participants see it as the 1st priority, but 26.7 % of them see it as the 5th priority. 
Table 6. Determining anger degrees of individuals to events 
Extortion of my goods Thefts  around me 
Interventionof my 
religious acts  
Intervention 
of my ideas 
Intervention of others’ 
religious acts 
Humiliation 
of my tribe 
Humiliation 
of my family 
 Priority 
Order N % N % N % N % N % N % N % 
1.Priority 14 46.7 10 33.3 16 53.3 14 46.7 15 50.0 3 10.0 22 73.3 
2.Priority 5 16.7 7 23.3 2 6.7 4 13.3 6 20.0 8 26.7 1 3.3 
3.Priority 2 6.7 3 10.0 4 13.3 3 10.0 5 16.7 4 13.3 1 3.3 
4.Priority 3 10.0 - - 2 6.7 2 6.7 3 10.0 2 6.7 3 10.0 
5.Priority 6 20.0 10 33.3 6 20.0 7 23.3 1 3.3 13 43.3 3 10.0 
Total 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 
As can be seen in Table 6, it is tried to be determined the anger degrees of individuals to events according to the 
priority order. 73.3 % of the participants see the humilation of my family, 53.3 % see intervention of my religious 
acts, 50 % see the intervention of others’ religious acts, 46,7 % see the extortion of my goods issues as the 1st 
priority. 43.3 % of the participants see the humiliation of my tribe as the 5th priority. While 33.3 % the participants 
see the thefts around me as the 1st priority, 30 % of them see it as the 5th priority. 
Table 7. Determining the happiness reasons of individuals 
Economical Level 
 
 
Educational 
Level 
Refreshment 
of my tribe 
Refreshment 
of my 
religious 
beliefs 
Refreshment 
of my 
ideoogy 
Solution of 
Kurdish 
Problem 
Priority 
Order N % N % N % N % N % N % 
1.Priority 12 40.0 14 46.7 1 3.3 18 60.0 9 30.0 15 50.0 
2.Priority 3 10.0 7 23.3 2 6.7 4 13.3 2 6.7 10 33.3 
3.Priority 5 16.7 7 23.3 2 6.7 3 10.0 5 16.7 2 6.7 
4.Priority 7 23.3 2 6.7 5 16.7 3 10.0 2 6.7 1 3.3 
5.Priority 3 10.0 - - 20 66.7 2 6.7 12 40.0 2 6.7 
Total 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 
As can be seen in Table 7, it is tried to be determined the priorities for happiness reasons.60 % of the participants 
state the refreshment of my religious beliefs, 50 % of them state the solution of Kurdish problem, 46,7 % state the 
increase in educational level the 1st priority issue for their happiness. 66.7% of the participants state the refreshment 
of their tribe and 40 % of them state the refreshment of their ideology the 5th priority. 3.3 % of the participants see 
the refreshment of their tribe as the 1st priority for their happiness. 
4. Results and policy implications 
Subsistence of societies together in peace is also related with the correct policy production of the policy makers. 
Determining correct policies is directly related with the understanding of society sensitivities and expectations. In 
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the study the sensitivities of the people living in Hakkari about socio-political and economical issues were searched. 
As a result of the study, some finding about the effects on the socio-political and economical situations of the 
participants. However, in cross-analysis it was found that there was a relationship between socio-political and 
economical preferences and people’s sensitivities. 
In the research we tried to identify the preferences reflecting the individual conscious and the sensitivities about 
the collective conscious that are cumulative of them. In the research it was seen that the collective conscious about 
family, county, belief and freedom of thought was high. While sensitivity rates of the participants in the 
questionnaire were generally high in fundamantal rights and freedom issues, the sensitivities about tribe issue were 
low.  
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